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Phyla identification conventions and FIDs (September), Arthropoda identification conventions 
(October), and Polychaeta—Family Polynoidae (November). No meetings were held in July, and 
no guest speakers participated during the 2024 meeting cycle. The annual all-members meeting 
concluded the year in December.

Planning priorities for 2025 were then discussed. Members agreed that meetings will continue to 
be offered in a hybrid format (in-person and virtual) to maximize accessibility and participation. 
Meeting content in 2025 will largely focus on Bight ’23 identification questions, unresolved taxa, 
and data issues arising from regional survey efforts. Both LACSD and OCSD confirmed their 
willingness to continue hosting hybrid meetings as needed.

Upcoming scientific conferences scheduled for 2025 and 2026 were reviewed to help coordinate 
member participation and ensure awareness of opportunities for collaboration and professional 
engagement.

The provisional species website and database were reviewed next. Four new provisional species 
were added during 2024, including three polychaetes and one cnidarian. Members were reminded 
of the importance of using the provisional species database to document Bight ’23 unknowns and 
newly recognized taxa, ensuring consistent tracking and review across agencies. Kelvin Barwick 
provided an update on the activities of the Species List Review Committee, highlighting ongoing 
efforts to evaluate provisional taxa and maintain the accuracy and consistency of the SCAMIT 
species list.

Erin Oderlin presented the Treasurer’s report, which is included at the end of this newsletter. She 
reiterated that SCAMIT no longer offers a hardcopy membership option and reported that the 
organization currently has approximately 150 members, representing agencies and institutions 
across the United States and internationally. Financial status and membership stability were noted 
as strong.

A brief Secretary update followed. Megan was unable to attend due to travel commitments, 
and it was noted that newsletter production is currently behind schedule. This prompted further 
discussion later in the meeting regarding newsletter format and distribution.

Members then worked collaboratively to populate the 2025 meeting calendar, with good progress 
made toward identifying topics and potential leads. A call for officer nominations followed, 
during which the current suite of officers was nominated to continue serving in their respective 
roles.

The meeting concluded with a roundtable discussion covering several topics of interest to the 
membership. These included transitioning the SCAMIT newsletter to an all-digital format, 
ongoing challenges associated with Bight ’23 data and identifications, and strategies for 
improving the effectiveness of hybrid meetings. Members were encouraged to suggest future 
meeting topics by emailing Leslie Harris, Brent Haggin, or the SCAMIT list server, with an 
emphasis on volunteering to lead meetings when possible. Discussion also addressed the concept 
of a Major Phyla discussion forum on the SCAMIT website; members agreed that direct group 
emails to subject-matter experts within the Southern California Bight community would be a 
more effective approach.

ARTHROPOD PERSONALS PART 7 - BY D. CADIEN

Please enjoy the next installment, attached, in Don’s arthropod personals series.
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If you need any other information concerning SCAMIT please feel free to contact any of the officers at 
their e-mail addresses:

President		  Brent Haggin	 (562)908-4288 x 5672	 bhaggin@lacsd.org			 
Vice-President		  Leslie Harris	 (213)763-3234		  lharris@nhm.org
Secretary		  Megan Lilly	 (619)708-8979          	 megansea8@yahoo.com		
Treasurer		  Erin Oderlin	  (310)648-5477	             erin.oderlin@lacity.org

SCAMIT is a 501(c)(3) charity. The newsletter is published every two months and is distributed freely 
to members in good standing.  Membership is $20 for an electronic copy of the newsletter, available 
via the web site at www.scamit.org, and $35 to receive a printed copy via USPS.  Institutional 
membership, which includes a mailed printed copy, is $65.  All correspondences can be sent to the 
Secretary at the email address above or to:

SCAMIT 
PO Box 50162 
Long Beach, CA 90815

Please visit the SCAMIT Website at: www.scamit.org



• No publication grants awarded in 2024

• $7,595.96 (25% of $30,383.83) available for publication grants

Treasure’s Report (2023-2024 {as of 5/31/2024})



Account Balances (as of 5/31/2024)
Checking $ 30,383.83
PayPal $           0.00

Total $ 30,383.83

Income
2023-2024 Membership Dues $    1,639.92

Expenses
Newsletter (printing/postage) $       564.34
CA Attorney General Registry of Charitable Trusts Fee $         25.00
Zoom Subscription $       191.88
SCAMIT Meeting Refreshments $       260.23

Total $   1,041.45



Arthropod Personals – Seeking Companion? 
Pt. 7 – The unscratchable itch  dbcadien, WWRF, Los Angeles County Sanitation Districts, 27Dec23 
 
Fishes are known to be plagued by a variety of ectoparasitic arthropods.  The cirolanid isopods which parasitize gills, fins, 
and tongues of fishes are well known; a large and varied group well represented in our local trawl catches.  Copepods 
too are associated with a large number of fish host species, occurring on gills, on fins, on surface scales, and even on 
eyes. While one does not often see them or think of them, amphipods also are known to be ectoparasites of fishes.  
There are three families of amphipods that do so in local waters; Opisidae, Trischizostomatidae, and Lafystiidae.  Of 
these the rarest is Trischizostomatidae, known in the NEP from a single female Trischizostoma unam Winfield, Hendrickx 
and Ortiz 2016 taken in the southern Gulf of California.  Both of the other families have members reported from the SCB.  
All three of these families have members whose parasitism has been observed in situ on the host. 

 
Two Trischizostoma still attached to preserved host, the black-finned spider fish 

(from Freire and Serejo 2004) 
  A fourth family, Pardaliscidae, has at least one local member whose parasitic life-style has been inferred from 
morphology, but not observed (Bousfield 1987). Opisa tridentata Hurley 1963 (Opisidae) is fairly frequently recovered in 
grab samples from local agencies, but no observations of it on fish hosts are known to local amphipod workers (although 
Stoddart and Lowry 2010 mention reports of O. tridentate from live and dead fish). The parasitic association of this 
species is extrapolated from that of its congener O. eschrichtii, recovered from the skins of haddock and both European 
Cod and Atlantic Cod in western European waters (Bousfield 1987).  Two other genera in the Opisidae, also bearing 
enlarged pincher-like first gnathopods, are also regarded as fish symbionts: Normanion (Kilgallen, Myers and McGrath 
2006) and Podoprionella (Lowry and Stoddart 1995).  Neither occur in the NEP.  In both members of the 
Trischizostomatidae and the Opisidae the cheliform first gnathopods are used as pinchers to grab onto the fish’ skin. The 
nature of this association: whether it is just for transportation or leads instead to actual consumption of fish tissues by 
the amphipod is not fully demonstrated.  Yet even the circumstantial evidence available is persuasive. Modified piercing 
and sucking mouthparts in these families suggest that presence on the fish is for parasitic nutrition (Friere and Serejo 
2004), and not just movement from place to place. As the amphipods are most frequently observed in benthic samples, 
and not on the fishes themselves, the frequency of such predation remains moot. Photodocumentation of the presence 
of amphipods on live fishes, and their retention on preserved hosts also support a parasitic symbiosis. 



 
Trischizostoma raschi attached just behind the last gill opening of the velvet shark, 

Etmopherus spinax at 40m in a Norwegian fjord (Photo: ©UWPhoto / Rudolf Svensen) 

 The inferred parasitism of the pardaliscid Rhynohalicella halona is also based on mouthpart morphology, but so far there 
are no observations of such activity with any host fish.  This is not true of the Lafystiidae, which have been repeatedly observed in 
association with fishes.  Two undescribed species of Protolafystius are reported from the SCB: P. sp A SCAMIT 2012 and P. sp B Tang 
2020.  The first is known from a single collection off a Black-Gill Rockfish, where it was distributed on the orbital membranes, and in 
sensory pits on the snout and head.  The single occurrence of P. sp B was from Scorpaena. There is a single described member of  the 
genus, P. madillae, known only from the Puget Sound Area on the gills of English Sole. Given that there appears to be some degree 
of host specificity within the family, it is likely that other species occur in the NEP, and perhaps also in the SCB. A fourth species is 
illustrated in a photo of a Sturgeon Poacher (Podothecus acipenserinus) taken in Puget Sound.  Fifteen or more specimens of an 

 



apparently undescribed lafystiid are visible in the photo, arrayed all along the head from near its tip to well behind the eye. They are 
not in depressions or pits, but appear to cling to the fish’ skin with their dactyls.  The exhibited color pattern of the living amphipods 
is unlike that of either of the live-taken species known from the SCB.  The combination of rostral length/shape and body 
length/width place this into Protolafysius rather than one of the other genera in the family. No specimens of this fourth species are 
available for study, as the photographed fish was not collected after the photo was taken. 
 While it is difficult to consider the calliopiid Calliopius laeviusculus as a parasite of fishes, it does attack the eggs of Mallotus 
villosus, the capelin, instead of the adult (Cadien 2015).  The amphipods have nothing to do with adult fish, other than preferentially 
consuming their eggs during fish spawning.  Capelin are a communal spawning fish that release small buoyant eggs into the water in 
large masses.  During spawning runs, beaches  in the boreal eastern Pacific and Northwest Atlantic become clogged with capelin 
eggs.  The amphipods, which under normal circumstances are generalist detritivores, consume large numbers of these eggs, as do 
nearly all other large marine organisms in the vicinity of the spawning. Since the sediments become full of the eggs, all it takes to 
become a capelin egg parasite is a mouth and hunger.  While this isn’t much of a symbiosis, it is an interesting interaction. 

 
All these little white globes are capelin eggs waiting to be consumed (from ArcticBiodiversity.com) 

 Observations of amphipod egg predation on fishes is more common in fresh than in brackish or marine waters.  The 
amphipods involved in these cases are gammarids.  ‘Symbiotic’ amphipod/fish interactions in fresh water by both native and 
introduced gammarids were recently examined by Taylor and Dunn 2017. 
 While ectoparasitic amphipods are rare on fishes, ectocommensal amphipods are even less frequently seen. One reported 
example is that of the caprellid Caprella suprapiscis Galván-Villa and Ayón-Parente 2015 on Scorpaena mystes in West Mexico. In 
their description of the amphipod no particular modifications in structure were evident to facilitate a commensal life-style (Galván 
and Ayón-Parente 2015).  None were needed as virtually all caprellids are modified  for  a clinging lifestyle which also serve to keep 
them in association with a host.  The association was documented by Fernández-Del Valle et al 2017).  They found no evidence of 
either damage or benefit to the fish, which seemed to completely ignore it’s partner.  The amphipods were deemed obligate 
commensals based on the presence of the amphipods on the fish at all life stages.  They were primarily distributed on the head of 
the fish, as is the case with the parasitic Laphystiid amphipods. There was no evidence of feeding on the host, so this is a commensal 
rather than a parasitic relationship.  The benefit to the amphipods is not clear, but may include protection, exposure to preferential 
feeding sites through host movement, or perhaps feeding on host waste, or perhaps the mucus of the fish skin. Gut analyses could 
either rule out or confirm some of these potential benefits, but have not yet been performed.. 
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Araphura sp D SCAMIT 2024 §  Prepared April 24, 2023; D Pasko 
Tanaidacea: Tanaidomorpha: Tanaellidae   Rev 12-Sep-2025 
 
SYNONOMY: Araphura sp SD1 Pasko 2006 
 
LITERATURE:  

Dojiri, M. and J. Sieg (1997). The Tanaidacea. Santa Barbara, California, U.S.A., Santa Barbara Museum 
of Natural History. 

 
DISTRIBUTION: Orange County – San Diego, CA 60–100m 
 
DIAGNOSTIC CHARACTERS  
• Blind 
• Antenna 1 4-segmented 
• Chela articulated to cephalothorax by “side-piece” along lateral margin of basis 
• Granular ridge on inner margin of fixed finger of chela (vs. smooth ridge) 
• Pereopod 1 with short, slender tergal spine distally on merus and carpus (< ½ length of respective 

articles vs. long, robut tergal spine, > 2/3 respective articles) 
• Pereonites 2-5 longer than broad (L≅1.3 W vs. L ≅ W 
• Uropod with fused exopod (pseudo-exopodite) and bi-articulate endopod 
• Pseudo-exopod short, stout (< ½ first article of endopod vs. > ½ endopod article 1) 
• Pseudoexopod projection shorter than basal article (vs. subequal to basal article) 
• Pseudoexopod with long terminal seta and shorter proximal seta (vs. long proximal seta and shorter 

subterminal seta) 
 
Similarities: 

Araphura sp SD1 can be distinguished from other co-occuring species by the following set of couplets, 
modified from Dojiri and Sieg (1997). 
 
1. Ventro-lateral margin of chelae with tuberculate ridge (4–7 tubercles); uropodal pseudo-exopod 

short, stout (<1/2 first article of endopod); pereopod 1 with short, slender tergal spine(s) distally on 
merus and carpus (<1/2 length of respective articles); pereonites 2–5 longer than broad (L ≅1.3 W)
 ............................................................................................................................ Araphura sp D 

— Ventro-lateral margin of chelae with smooth ridge (tubercles absent); uropodal pseudo-exopod 
relatively long (>1/2 first article of endopod) ............................................................................ 2 

  
2. Uropodal pseudo-exopod ~1/2 length of first article of endopod, and noticeably curved medially; 

pleotelson without conical process along posterior border; cephalon elongate, broad (see Dojiri and 
Seig 1997, Fig 3.18) ...................................................................................... Araphura brevaria 

— Uropodal pseudo-exopod ~3/4 length of first article of endopod and only slightly curved medially 
or not; pleotelson with small conical process along posterior border; cephalon elongate, narrow (see 
Dojiri and Seig 1997, Fig 3.19) .............................................................. Araphura cuspirostris 

 
  

  



Cumella (Cumewingia) sp C SCAMIT 2024§  Prepared by D.Pasko 18April2023 
Cumacea: Nannastacidae 
 
SYNONYMY: Cumella sp K Cadien 2011  
 
LITERATURE: 
Cadien, D. B. 2013. Cumacea of the North East Pacific, Aleutians to the Equator, intertidal to the 

abyss. 1-59 [available at SCAMIT.org in the taxonomic toolbox] 
Cadien, D. B. 2013. Cumacea of the NEP: equator to Aleutians and intertidal to the abyss Part 6. The 

Family Nannastacidae. dbcadien 15 October 2006 (revised 18 October 2013) 
 
DIAGNOSTIC CHARACTERS: (See photos) 
• Carapace tubular, without distinct ornatation 
• Ocular elements clustered along doral midline; eyelobe with 5 lenses 
• Pseudorostral lobes approximated, pseudorostrum amterior margin distally flattened, serrate 
• Antennal sinus broadly rounded, antero-ventral margin serrate 
• Exopods on maxilliped and pereopods 1–4 
• Thoracic pleurae upturned, laterally flaring, forming narrow shelf, continuing to abdominal 

segments 1–3 in females and 1-4 in males 
• Uropod peduncle twice as long as last obdominal segment, longer than rami 
 
RELATED SPECIES AND CHARACTER DIFFERENCES: 
Cumella vulgaris (males) have more eyelenses and less tubular carapace, tapering more anteriorly, 

and with little flaring of the thoracic pleurae.  
 
DEPTH RANGE:  Coastal shelf, 25 – 127m 
 
DISTRIBUTION:   Three records: Government Point, Point Conception, 30m; Prisoner’s Harbor, 

Santa Cruz Island, <30m; East Santa Barbara Channel, Bight’18 Stn 10293, 127m. 



Cumella	sp	K	Cadien,	carapace,	lateral	view	

Cumella	sp	K	
Cadien,	pereonites	
dorsal	view	

Cumella	sp	K	Cadien,		
ursomites	5-6	and	uropods	
showing	relative	lengths	

Cumella (Cumewingia) sp C SCAMIT 2024§  Prepared by D.Pasko 18April2023 
Cumacea: Nannastacidae 
 
SYNONYMY: Cumella sp K Cadien 2011  
 
LITERATURE: 
Cadien, D. B. 2013. Cumacea of the North East Pacific, Aleutians to the Equator, intertidal to the 

abyss. 1-59 [available at SCAMIT.org in the taxonomic toolbox] 
Cadien, D. B. 2013. Cumacea of the NEP: equator to Aleutians and intertidal to the abyss Part 6. The 

Family Nannastacidae. dbcadien 15 October 2006 (revised 18 October 2013) 
 
DIAGNOSTIC CHARACTERS: (See photos) 
• Carapace tubular, without distinct ornatation 
• Ocular elements clustered along doral midline; eyelobe with 5 lenses 
• Pseudorostral lobes approximated, pseudorostrum amterior margin distally flattened, serrate 
• Antennal sinus broadly rounded, antero-ventral margin serrate 
• Exopods on maxilliped and pereopods 1–4 
• Thoracic pleurae upturned, laterally flaring, forming narrow shelf, continuing to abdominal 

segments 1–3 in females and 1-4 in males 
• Uropod peduncle twice as long as last obdominal segment, longer than rami 
 
RELATED SPECIES AND CHARACTER DIFFERENCES: 
Cumella vulgaris (males) have more eyelenses and less tubular carapace, tapering more anteriorly, 

and with little flaring of the thoracic pleurae.  
 
DEPTH RANGE:  Coastal shelf, 25 – 127m 
 
DISTRIBUTION:   Three records: Government Point, Point Conception, 30m; Prisoner’s Harbor, 

Santa Cruz Island, <30m; East Santa Barbara Channel, Bight’18 Stn 10293, 127m. 









 

Samytha sp LA1 Haggin, 2024 § Ver. 2.0 1 

Species:  Samytha sp LA1 Haggin, 2024 §       P-code—P452 
   
Synonyms:  Samytha californiensis  of Authors SCB in part, not Hartman, 1969   ITI-code—Group 1 
 
 
Subfamily:  Ampharetinae 
Family:  Ampharetidae      
Suborder:  Terebelliformia  
Order:  Terebellida   
Infraclass:  Canalipalpata   
Subclass:  Sedentaria   
Class:  Polychaeta 
Phylum:  Annelida 

 

Diagnostic Characters:   

1) Prostomium trilobed, eyes absent (Image 2). 

2) Peristomium with lower lip not or not obviously crenu-

lated (Image 3). 

3) 3 pair of branchiae (Image 4); long, smooth, cirriform, 

extending back to chaetiger 14; inner, posterior pair 

with long attachment scar (Image 5). 

4) Palae absent (Images 4 & 5). 

5) Thorax with 17 chaetigers, 14 uncinigers (Image 1). 

6) Thoracic notochaetae limbate capillaries; smooth, ta-

pering to fine points (~14 per fascicle) (Image 6). 

7) Thoracic uncini with 6-7 teeth in a single column over 

the basal prow or 3-4 teeth in a single column then 1 

row of 2 teeth then a single tooth over the basal prow 

(~60 uncini—chaetiger 12) (Image 7). 

8) Ventral groove present from chaetiger 12 thru abdomen 

(Image 8). 

9) Abdomen with 10 chaetigers; with small glandular pads 

(Image 9). 

10) Abdominal parapodia rounded, without cirri (Image 10). 

11) Abdominal uncini with 5-6 teeth in a single column 

over the basal prow or 3 teeth in a single column then 2 

rows of 2 teeth over the basal prow (~30 uncini—

chaetiger 19, 2nd abdominal chaetiger) (Image 11). 

12) Pygidium with circlet of ~20 small papillae, lateral 

flaps or cirri absent (Image 12). 

Voucher Sheet 

B. Haggin 

October, 2025 

1 mm 

1 mm 
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Samytha sp LA1 Haggin, 2024 § Ver. 2.0 2 

Samytha sp LA1 

Haggin, 2024 § 

Pigmentation/MGS: 

1) Prostomium retaining light stain, anterior border of 

prostomium darkest (Images 2 & 3). 

2) Slight stain retained dorsally beneath branchial base, 

no other stain dorsally (Image 2). 

3) Peristomium retains stain ventrally on lower lip (Image 

3). 

4) Ventral scutes stain intensely to chaetiger 11, slight 

speckling on chaetiger 12 (Image 11). 

 

Material Examined: 

LACSD stations: 0715-4C (62m—33.72340N, 118.38465W—08JUL2015) - 1 individual (Images 1-12); 0724-2B (157m—

33.73241N, 118.42627W—30JUL2024) - 1 individual; 0724-3B (157m—33.72382N, 118.40719W—18JUL2024) - 1 

individual; 0724-3C (60m—33.73005N, 118.40237W—18JUL2024) - 1 individual; 0724-9B (148m—33.68146N, 

118.32188W—16JUL2024) - 1 individual   *All photos by B. Haggin 
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Samytha sp LA1 Haggin, 2024 § Ver. 2.0 3 

Samytha sp LA1 

Haggin, 2024 § 

Comparative Material: 

Samytha californiensis: 0101-0D (33m—33.80252N, 

118.42300W—04JAN2001) - 1 individual (Image 13); 0709-

10A (297m—33.65778N, 118.30138W—22JUL2009) - 1 

individual; 0713-2B (152m—33.73264N, 118.42591W—

10JUL2013) - 1 individual; 0714-0C (60m—33.80721N, 

118.43053W—08JUL2014) - 1 individual; 0722-9C 

(61m—33.68885N, 118.31855W—13JUL2022) - 2 indi-

viduals 

 

Habitat: 

 Samytha sp LA1 is currently known only from a 

few specimens collected from 60-157 m of water off  Palos 

Verdes, California in silty sediments. Also collected in the 

sample were the ampharetids Amage scutata Moore, 1923 

(as Paramage scutata); Amphicteis scaphobranchiata 

Moore, 1906; and Anobothrus bimaculatus Fauchald, 1972 

(as Anobothrus gracilis (Malmgren, 1866)). During the 

summer 2024 survey Samytha sp LA1 was found co-

occurring with Samytha californiensis  at stations 3B and 

9B. 

 

Similar Species: 

 Samytha californiensis Hartman, 1969 (sensu Hilbig (2000))—Samytha californiensis is similar to Samytha sp 

LA1 in having 17 thoracic chaetigers and 14 thoracic uncinigers, possessing 3 pair of branchiae and lacking palae. The 

two species differ in the number of abdominal segments (16-19 in S. californiensis vs. 10 in S. sp LA1), the degree of 

crenulation of the lower lip (highly crenulated in S. californiensis compared to not crenulated in S. sp LA1) and the py-

gidium. Samytha californiensis has 2 rounded lateral flaps and several small papillae, appearing crenulated. Samytha sp 

LA1 lacks the rounded lateral flaps and has only ~20 small papillae. The dentition of thoracic uncini (5-6 teeth over the  
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Samytha sp LA1 Haggin, 2024 § Ver. 2.0 4 

Samytha sp LA1 

Haggin, 2024 § 

Similar Species (cont.): 

Samytha californiensis Hartman, 1969 (cont.)—basal prow 

in S. californiensis compared to 6-7 teeth over the basal 

prow in S. sp LA1) and the dentition of the abdominal unci-

ni (crested with 2 or 3 rows of 5 small teeth over the basal 

prow (Image 13) in S. californiensis vs. 3 teeth in a single col-

umn then 2 rows of 2 teeth over the basal prow in S. sp 

LA1) also differ between the two species. The ventral 

scutes of S. californiensis stain solidly thru chaetiger 10 

then a band on 11 while S. sp LA1 stains solidly thru chae-

tiger 11 with a speckled band on 12. 

 

 Samytha storchi Reuscher & Wehe in Wehe, 

2009—Samytha storchi has the most similar number of 

abdominal segments (11 vs. 10 in Samytha sp LA1) but 

differs in the dentition of the abdominal uncini (a single 

tooth then two columns of 4 teeth over the basal prow com-

pared to 3 teeth in a single column then 2 rows of 2 teeth 

over the basal prow in S. sp LA1). Samytha storchi is 

known only from the Red Sea. 

 

 Amphisamytha bioculata (Moore, 1906)—

Amphisamytha bioculata is similar to Samytha sp LA1 in 

having 17 thoracic chaetigers, 14 thoracic uncinigers, lack-

ing palae and having small glandular pads in abdominal 

chaetigers. The two differ in the number of branchiae, 4 

pair in Amphisamytha bioculata vs. 3 pair in Samytha sp 

LA1. The ventrum of A. bioculata only stains thru chae-

tiger 10 while the ventral scutes of S. sp LA1 stain thru 

chaetiger 11 with speckling on chaetiger 12. 

 

 Amphisamytha sp LA1 Haggin, 2024 §—

Amphisamytha sp LA1 is similar to Samytha sp LA1 in having 17 thoracic chaetigers, 14 thoracic uncinigers, lacking 

palae and having small glandular pads in abdominal chaetigers, though the glandular pads are more pronounced in Am-

phisamytha sp LA1. The two differ in the number of branchiae, 4 pair in Amphisamytha sp LA1 vs. 3 pair in Samytha sp 

LA1. The ventral scutes of Amphisamytha sp LA1 stain thru chaetiger 15 while the ventral scutes of S. sp LA1 only 

strain thru chaetiger 11 with speckling on chaetiger 12. Amphisamytha sp LA1 is known only from deeper waters (708m) 

in southern California. 
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Samytha californiensis 

Stn: 0101-0D 
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Discussion: 

 The most recent generic diagnosis for Samytha is from Reuscher et al. (2015) and is given below: 

Prostomium without glandular ridges, with middle lobe encircled by surrounding lobe. Buccal tentacles smooth. Three 

pairs of cirriform branchiae. Segment II without chaetae. Thorax with 17 chaetigers and 14 uncinigers. Modified or in-

termediate segments absent. Abdomen with glandular pads above pinnules. 

 Samytha californiensis was originally described from the San Pedro Channel from 375m (205 fathoms) and has 

a reported distribution from central and southern California in 110-375m. A review of LACSD Samytha californiensis 

vouchers confirms the depth distribution to as shallow as 33m and no additional specimens of Samytha sp LA1 have yet 

to be encountered. Regeneration of the abdominal region was considered but there was no obvious damage to the abdo-

men and the difference in abdominal uncini dentition between the two warrants the erection of a provisional species. 

Samytha sp LA1 seems to be a rare species but shallow water records of Samytha californiensis should be reviewed to 

check for the possible inclusion of Samytha sp LA1. 
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